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Dear Sir: 

RESPONSE 

In response to the Office Action of December 17, 2001, Applicant has the following 
comments: 



REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the application are respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action of December 17, 2001, claims 1-9 were pending in the application 
and were rejected under either 35 U.S.C. §102(e) or §103(a) as being anticipated by or 
unpatentable over Yamane et al 6,126,325. Those rejections are respectfully but emphatically 
traversed. 

The rejection of all of the claims in view of Yamane reference is not at all understood. It 
would appear that the Examiner either does not understand the invention of the instant 
application or the Examiner is misinterpreting the Yamane reference or both. 

Specifically, the disclosed and claimed invention herein is directed to a simple but 
effective ferrule which has a capillar^' for receiving an optical fiber strand therein, along v^dth a 
flange which is molded onto the capillary outer surface. The flange may be molded of plastic 
material. This unique structure is shovm in Figures 1 and 2 of the instant application. However, 
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the Examiner's attention is drawn to Figures 3 and 4 wherein the invention clearly can be 
understood. A mold 20 is used to receive capillary 10 (12). A plastic material 29 (Fig. 4) is 
injected into mold 20 to form flange 14 (Figs. 1 and 2) which is, thereby, permanently molded 
about the capillary. Projection 16 is molded into recess 15 to further lock the flange to the 
capillary. This specifically disclosed and claimed invention is not shown in nor remotely 
suggested by Yamane 6,126,325 under either 35 U.S.C. §102 or §103. 

The teachings of Yamane are completely different fi-om Applicant's disclosed and claimed 
invention, above. Yamane shows a ferrule 73 within a ferrule holder 72. However, as 
specifically stated in column 5, line 16, of Yamane, ferrule holder 72 is formed of a rnetal- In 
other words, it is a pre-formed component. It specifically states in column 5, line 48 of Yamane 
fViat* "Tt choiilH hff nntftH that fftrnile 72 is oress- fitted into the ferrule holder 72 . . (emphasis 
added). Simply put, Applicant's disclosed and claimed invention calls for a flange (ferrule holder) 
to be overmolded about a capillary (ferrule), whereas Yamane specifically teaches a pre-formed 
metal ferrule holder press-fit onto a ferrule. How in the world can the Examiner even suggest 
that these teachings are the same under 35 U.S.C. §102 or suggestive under 35 U.S.C. §103? 

Regarding claim 2, the Examiner states that the use of plastic versus metal is an obvious 
design choice. This position is not well taken. How does the Examiner propose to readily mold 
a metal flange about a ferrule? Most importantly, Yamane specifically teaches a press-fitting 
concept and not an overmolding concept wherein plastic can be easily used. 

Still further, the Examiner states that Yamane discloses, in Fig. 6, "a recess portion 
(72d,72e) and a projecting portion (72bl, 72b2 and 72b3), wherein the recess portion is formed 
in the capillary outer surface and the projecting portion is formed integral with the flange as 
shown in Fig. 6." This statement is not true and, in fact, does not make sense. First of all, if the 
Examiner would please note the numbers 72d, 72e, 72b 1, 72b2 and 72b3, the Examiner will see 
that the prefix number "72" means that of these items are on the same component, namely 
sleeve 72. This is quite obvious in the drawings and, of course, is explained in the Yamane 
specification. In other words, the recess portion is not formed in the capillary outer surface and 
the projecting portion on a different component as erroneously stated by the Examiner. The 
claims herein call for the recess portion and the projecting portion to be formed at an interface 
between the capillary outer surface and the flange. This is not true with Yamane. Other of the 
claims call for the recess portion to be formed on one of the capillary or the flange and the 
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projecting portion to be formed on the other of the capillary or flange. Again, this is not true in 
Yamane. The Examiner's misstatements concerning the clear teachings of Yamane are not 
understood and certainly are not well taken. 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration of application, allowance of claims 1-9 and 
passing the application to issue are respectfully requested. 
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